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DETAILED ACTION 

i> Claims 1-22 are presented for examination. 

Specification 

2> The specification is objected to because it is replete with typo errors and terms which 
are not clear, concise and exact. Examples of some unclear, inexact or vague terms used in 
the specification are: 

a. page 1 - "Some of services..."; 

b. page 2 - "...to provide a system of monitoring a packet which system is capable 
of preventing that a user has to pay to control information..."; 

c. page 2 - "...to provide a method of monitoring a packet which method is 
capable of doing the same."; 

d. page 6 - "...a certification server 5 which certificates a user...". 

The entire specification should be reviewed and revised carefully. Appropriate 
correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § nz 

3> The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming 
the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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4> Claims 1*7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

e. Claims 1 and 12 are rejected because the use of the term "certificates" renders 
the claim vague and unclear. Furthermore, in the absense of a clear definition of this 
term, Examiner is forced to broadly interpret the term in the context of the claim. 
Therefore, for the purposes of this Action, the term "certificates" will be interpreted 
as the term "certifies"; 

f. Claim 3 and 14 are rejected because the use of the term "coincident" as well as 
the wording: "...which monitors a seond time at which packets coincident with said 
monitoring parameter arrive, based on said first time...", renders the claim vague and 
unclear; 

g. Claim 5 and 16 are rejected because "a fourth device which said third and 
fourth memories" is unclear and renders the rest of the claim vauge and indefinite. 

Claim Rejections * 35 USC § 103 

5> The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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6> Claims 1, 2, 4, 5, 12, 13, 15 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ikudome et al, U.S Patent No. 6.779.118 ["Ikudome"] in view of an 
Official Notice. 

7> As to claim 1, Ikudome discloses a system for monitoring packets transmitted on a 
channel connecting an application server and a user of said application server to each other, 
comprising: 

a first device which, on receipt of a request from said certification server, monitors 
packets transmitted on said channel [abstract | Figure 2 «item 2o8» | column 5 «lines S7'6y» 
where: Ikudome's redirection server is analogous to the first device]. 

Ikudome does not specifically disclose a certification server that certificates a user. 

8> However, Ikudome does disclose an authentication server that authenticates a user 
before he is allowed to use the packet monitoring system [abstract | Figure 2 «item 204» | 
column 6 «lines 50-59»], Official Notice is taken that one of ordinary skill in the art would 
have reasonably inferred that Ikudome's authentication server is analogous the claimed 
certifcation server as they have similar functionality (an intermediary which provides access 
a user or terminal access to an application server). 



9> As to claim 2, Ikudome discloses the system as set forth in claim 1, wherein said 
certification server includes: 
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a first memory which stores a user management table including ID numbers of users, 
passwords by which users are identified, a monitoring parameter designating a packet to be 
monitored, and a threshold parameter designating a method of monitoring said packet 
[Figure 2 «item 2o6» | column 2 «lines 6i-65» | column 4 «lines 53-66» | column 5 «lines 54- 
56» I column 7 «lines 26-45» where: Ikudome's rule set marks packets to be monitored as well 
as a method of monitoring the packet] and 

a second device which transmits a request to said first device to start or finish 
monitoring said packet at a timing when said user logs-in or logs-out his/her terminal 
[column 3 «lines 2i-32» | column 4 «lines I4'i8» | column 4 «line 67» to column 5 «line 5»]. 

io> As to claim 4, Ikudome discloses the system as set forth in claim 2, wherein said 
certification server includes a third device which updates said monitoring parameter and said 
threshold parameter, when instructed by said user [column 2 «lines 2i-24» | column 4 «lines 
40'49» I claim 25]. 

n> As to claim 5, Ikudome discloses the system as set forth in claim 2, wherein said first 
device include: 

a third memory which stores said monitoring parameter transmitted from said second 
device [column 4 «lines 53*66» | column 6 «lines i-3»]; 

a fourth memory which stores said threshold parameter transmitted from said second 
device [column 4 «lines 53-66» | column 6 «lines i-3» where: Ikudome's rules tell the 
redirection server how to monitor the packet]; and 
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a fourth device which said third and fourth memories when said second device 
transmits a request to said first device to start or finish monitoring said packet [column 6 
«lines 1-3 and 5o-59»]. 

I2> As to claims 12, 13, 15 and 16, as they are merely claims to a recording medium and 
system that implement the steps of claims 1, 2, 4 and 5 respectively, they do not teach or 
further define over the claimed limitations. Therefore, claims 12, 13, 15 and 16 are rejected for 
the same reasons set forth in claims 1, 2, 4 and 5, supra . 

I3> Claims 3, 6-11, 14 and 17-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Ikudome, in view of McCreery et al, U.S Patent No. 5.787.253 ["McCreery"]. 

i4> As to claim 3, Ikudome discloses the system as set forth in claim 2, wherein said first 
device includes: 

a second memory which stores a first time at which a packet transmitted from one of 
said application server and said user arrives, when said first device receives a request from 
said second device to monitor said packet [column 4 «line 50» to column 5 «line 5» | column 6 
«lines 50-6i» | column 7 «lines 26~45»]; 

an analyzer which monitors a second time at which packets coincident with said 
monitoring parameter arrive, based on said first time, when said first device receives a 
request from said second device to monitor said packet, and determines whether is any rule 
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in an interval in said second time [column 4 «line 50» to column 5 «line 5» | column 5 «lines 
62-67)) I column 6 «lines 50-6i» | column 7 «lines 26-45))]. 

Ikudome does not specifically disclose an anunciator. 

i5> McCreery discloses an annunciator which makes annunciation to said user when 
there is a certain rule in said interval [column 5 «lines 37-57)) where: McCreery's alarm 
generation section is comparable in functionality to the claimed annunciator as they both 
alert the user when there is a certain rule]. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to implement McCreery's rule-based annunciator functionality into Ikudome's 
packet monitoring system to alert users immediately when there are problems with the 
network [column 5 «lines 44-48))]. 

i6> As to claim 6, Ikudome discloses the system as set forth in claim 3, wherein said first 
device include: 

a third memory which stores said monitoring parameter transmitted from said second 
device [column 4 «lines 53-66» | column 6 «lines i~3»]; 

a fourth memory which stores said threshold parameter transmitted from said second 
device [column 4 «lines 53-66)) | column 6 «lines 1-3)) where: Ikudome's rules tell the 
redirection server how to monitor the packet]; and 

a fourth device which said third and fourth memories when said second device 
transmits a request to said first device to start or finish monitoring said packet [column 6 
«lines 1-3 and 50-59))]. 
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I7> As to claim 7, Ikudome discloses the system as set forth in claim 6, wherein said 
analyzer analyzes whether there is any rule in said interval and whether said interval exceeds 
said threshold parameter [column 6 «lines 1-3 and 37'59» | column 7 «lines 48~57»], but does 
not specifically disclose said annuciator makes annunciation to said user when said analyzer 
judges that there is a certain rule in said interval and that said interval exceeds said threshold 
parameter. 

i8> McCreery discloses a system wherein said annunciator makes annunciation to said 
user when said analyzer judges that there is a certain rule in said interval and that said 
interval exceeds said threshold parameter [Figure 2 «items 220 and 270» | column 5 «lines 44- 
57» I column 6 «line 6$» to column 7 «line 2»]. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to include McCreery's annunciator functionality into Ikudome's packet 
monitoring system to provide alert functionality to the user when the packet analyzer detects 
a threshold condition. 

I9> As to claim 8, Ikudome discloses a method of monitoring packets transmitted on a 
channel connecting an application and a user of said application server to each other, 
comprising the steps of: 

(a) acquiring a monitoring parameter indicative of a packet to be monitored, when 
said user logs-in his/her terminal [column 4 «lines 59~66» | column 5 «lines 47~67»]; 
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(b) monitoring a time at which packets coincident with said monitoring parameter 
arrive, and determining whether there is any rule in an interval in said arrival time [column 

6 «lines i-3»]; and 

Ikudome does not specifically disclose making annunciation to said user when there is 
a certain rule in said interval. 

20 McCreery discloses an annunciator which makes annunciation to said user when 
there is a certain rule in said interval [column 5 «lines 37~57» where: McCreery's alarm 
generation section is comparable in functionality to the claimed annunciator as they both 
alert the user when there is a certain rule]. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to implement McCreery's rule-based annunciator functionality into Ikudome's 
packet monitoring system to alert users immediately when there are problems with the 
network [column 5 «lines 44~48»], 

2i> As to claim 9, Ikudome discloses the method as set forth in claim 8, further 
comprising the step of ceasing said step (b) when said user logs-out his/her terminal [column 

7 «lines 46-47»]. 

22> As to claim 10, Ikudome discloses the method as set forth in claim 8, wherein said 
monitoring parameter is included in a user management table which further includes an ID 
number of said user, a password by which said user is identified, and a threshold parameter 
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designating a method of monitoring said packet [column 5 «lines 50-56 and 62-6y» \ column 7 
«lines 26-57»], and 

said step (a) includes the steps of: 

(ai) retrieving said user management table, based on said ID number and said 
password both input by said user [column 5 «lines 54*56»]; 

(a2) acquiring said monitoring parameter, if said monitoring parameter is stored in 
said user management table [column 4 «lines 33'49» | column 5 «lines 62-67»]; and 

(a3) acquiring said threshold parameter, if said threshold parameter is stored in said 
user management table [column 4 «lines 33~49» | column 5 «lines 62-67»], 

23> As to claim 11, Ikudome does disclose the method as set forth in claim 10, wherein said 
step (b) includes the step of analyzing whether there is a certain rule in said interval and 
whether said interval exceeds said threshold parameter, after acquiring said threshold 
parameter in said step (a2) [column 7 «lines 46-57»] but does not explicitly disclose said step 
(c) includes the step of making annunciation to said user, if there is a certain rule in said 
interval and said interval exceeds said threshold parameter. 

24> McCreery discloses a method wherein said step (c) includes the step of making 
annunciation to said user, if there is a certain rule in said interval and said interval exceeds 
said threshold parameter [column 5 «lines 44~57» | column 8 «lines i'9»]. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to implement McCreery's annunciator into 
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Ikudome's packet monitoring system to notify users of network problems and increasing 
reliability of the network system. 

25> As to claims 14 and 17-22, as they are merely claims to a recording medium and system 
that implements the steps of the method of claims 3 and 6-11 respectively, they do not teach 
or further define over the claimed limitations. Therefore, claims 14 and 17-22 are rejected for 
the same reasons set forth for claims 3 and 6-11, supra . 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dohm Chankong whose telephone number is (571)272-3946. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00AM - 5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Glenton Burgess can be reached on (571)272-3949. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information 
for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information 
about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217- 



9197 (toll-free). DC 




